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by one local and straightway admitted by another; so diverse
are the local ideals and so uncertain the means of intercom-
munication that in practice it has been found generally impossi-
ble to get ten locals into the requisite harmony to initiate a
referendum; sabotage is being openly practiced by the local
membership against the organization itself and has recently
resulted in the suspension of one of its two official organs, the
Industrial Worker; in fact, it is freely admitted and apparently
is looked upon with satisfaction by the decentralizing faction,
that there are at present fifty-seven varieties of Industrial
Workers of the World.

The net result is that the I. W. W., instead of being the
grim, brooding power which it is pictured in popular imagina-
tion is a body utterly incapable of strong, efficient, united ac-
tion and the attainment of results of a permanent character, a
body capable of local and spasmodic effort only. True, it has
a constitution which provides in a most logical manner for the
welding of the workers into a great, effective, organic body.
But this constitution is a mere mechanical structure in the inter-
stices of which organic accretions have here and there settled.
The little organic bodies are sovereign, each of their members
is a sovereign, and to both member and organic unit the consti-
tution is a thing subject to their will. The fact is that the
I. W. W. is not an organization but a loosely bound group of
uncontrolled fighters. It is a sympton if you will, and in that
alone, if anywhere, lies its present social significance. But
decentralized as it is to the extent of organic dissipation, atom-
istic and rent by bitter factional strife, it has no present power
of general persistent or constructive action.

The I. W. W., however, is not only weak in membership and
organic unity; it possesses, further, no financial resources even
in a slight degree adequate to advance and maintain its pro-
posed organization of the working class or to carry forward
any consistent assault on capitalism; and, moreover, it has
shown itself incapable of controlling for its main purposes even
the financial resources which it does possess. Advocates of the-
movement, it is true, minimize the importance of mere moneji
in the kind of warfare which they propose to conduct. This
is supposed to be one of the pregnant ideas of the direct action-
ists. They do not propose, it is said, like the Socialists, to
support a horde of parasitic labor politicians, nor, like the
trade unions, to out-wait the capitalist. They will force the